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Crisis in GOP: For the first time in over a year, the 
confidence of Republicans that their party could not fail 
to win the Presidential election next November has been 
profoundly shaken. 


GOP pros in the Nation’s Capital, until last week, had 
felt extremely sanguine, particularly since Rockefeller 
took himself out of the nomination race; their expecta- 
tions of victory in ’60 rested on the assumption that, 
in Nixon, they had an irresistible candidate. 


Then came the “Nixon crisis,” about a week 
ago, and since then GOP hopes have tumbled 
sharply downward. Additionally, the likelihood 
that the GOP candidate would have to face 
Kennedy at the polls has deepened the gloom. 
Senator Kennedy is rated as the Democrats’ 
most formidable candidate. Under the Capitol 
Dome, Republican cloak-rooms have taken on 
the aspect of funeral parlors. 


What do these Republicans mean by the “Nixon 
crisis?” The Vice President in the past fortnight has 
reportedly tried to put pressure on members of Congress 
and Eisenhower to back the inflationary Forand “health 
bill” (or a substantially equivalent GOP measure) and 
to hike Federal aid to school construction. The great 
majority of Republican members of Congress are “sound 
dollar” men and want nothing of that sort of boon- 
doggling. 


The above reports disturb Republicans and denials 
from the VP’s office do not impress them. They oppose 
this sort of “Nixon liberalism,” not only on principle, 
but also for well-tested political reasons. 


The Associated Press (March 20) correctly described 
them as fearful that Nixon “is abandoning them and 
intends to adopt a full-fledged ‘liberal’ label as the 
party’s Presidential candidate”; and that “if this happens 
there will be the same kind of stay-at-home reaction on 
election day which they contend defeated Dewey in 
1948.” How Dewey by his “high-level” policy snatched 
defeat out of the jaws of victory in 1948 is primer stuff 
In the pros’ book. 


_One highly interesting aspect of this gloom-drenched 
Situation is that even the few “liberal” Republicans 
evince just as much pessimism as the conservative Re- 
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marked that Nixon had been 
ing to “cut a ‘liberal’ image” 


publicans. One of ther 
“extremely clumsy” in’ 
for the public. 


However, for the moment congressional leaders grasp 
one event as possibly hopeful; they trust that Nixon— 
who is no tyro in politics—will reflect on this fact: 
All ten Republican members of the House Ways and 
Means Committee were unanimous in serving notice on 
the White House that they were opposed to the Forand 
bill or a Republican equivalent. All these ten politicians 
have learned the hard way how to win elections and 
that “me-tooism” does not pay. * 


Today, some congressional Republicans think it 
possible that Senator Barry Goldwater may persuade 
Nixon that the “liberal image” course is deadly, that 
Goldwater’s strategy of militant conservatism (see this 
week’s HuMAN Events Article Section 1) is the only way 
to victory. 


Not Merely Gossip: This week, a GOP member of 
Congress from an area not far from Boston (a man on 
whom the Republican National Committee depends for 
shrewd election intelligence) told Human Events: “If 
the election were held tomorrow, Kennedy would win 
all of the New England states, without exception.” 


@ One of the leaders of the South’s filibuster in the 
Senate gave the following considered (and unemotional) 
opinion in the cloak-room: “If the Convention nominates 
Kennedy, Humphrey, Symington or Stevenson, the South 
will bolt and place its hopes on throwing the election 
into the House, via the method of slates of independent 
electors. Johnson is the only candidate the South would 
accept from the Convention.” 


Evaluation: the Senator, although he has spoken 
bitter words about Johnson in the heat of the civil rights 
filibuster, believes the Texan will finally get a civil rights 
bill moderate enough to placate the South; however, he 
apparently ignores the steam-head building up in the 
South against Lyndon Johnson, as a “traitor to. the 
South.” 


A Southern correspondent of Human Events reports: 
“Johnson’s stock has plummeted in the South, not only 
because of his support of a ‘voting rights’ bill, but also 
because of the intense racial atmosphere resulting from 
the NAACP ‘sit-in’ strikes which have created a new 
situation. The South seems now headed for the inde- 
pendent slates of electors as its most reliable form of 
political action.” 





“The GOP members of the House Ways and Means Committee are: Noah Mason 
(Tll.), John W. Byrnes (Wis.), Howard H. Baker (Tenn.), Thomas B. Curtis (Mo.), 
Victor Knox (Mich.), James B. Utt (Calif.), Jackson Betts (Ohio), Bruce Alger 
(Tex.), Albert Bosch (N.Y.) and John Lafore (Pa.). 
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@ Republican congressional leaders are so incensed 
at the mishandling of our policy towards Cuba that they 
plan to go to the White House and demand the dismissal 
of Roy Rubottom, Assistant Secretary of State, and 
Ambassador Philip Bonsal from their posts. Rubottom 
is regarded as the architect of our whole disastrous Latin 
American policy and Bonsal as his “man in Havana.” 


Kennedy: Although newspapers and magazines are 
filled with shots of energetic young Kennedys romping 
over the Wisconsin landscape in behalf of brother Jack, 
the efforts of 72-year-old father Joe Kennedy are deemed 
of far greater importance by veteran observers. 


They reason that the good looking youngsters may 
charm the populace, but more commitments from party 
pros are needed if forthcoming stop-Kennedy moves are 
to be thwarted. This job falls largely to the immensely 
influential senior Kennedy. 


Typical of the strategy of Jack’s dad was a recent 
personal call on Albany Democratic boss Daniel O’Con- 
nell. The O’Connell’ organization is expected to control 
between 20 and 35 of New York’s 114 votes at the Demo- 
cratic national convention. After a cordial chat O’Connell 
reportedly promised his long-time associate he would 
throw his bloc to Jack for at least three ballots. 


Political railbirds note that the O’Connells have con- 
trolled the Democratic party in Albany and upstate New 
York for almost a half century. Just how much in debt 
such long-time party leaders have become through the 
years to tycoon Joe Kennedy has Jack’s opponents in a 
fret. 


With a personal fortune estimated at a quarter billion 
dollars, the elder Kennedy has done many favors for his 
party. He contributed $25,000 to FDR’s 1932 campaign, 
lending him an additional $50,000. In that depth-of- 
depression year, Kennedy raised $100,000 for the cam- 
paign from friends. Although well taken care of by the 
New Deal (notably his appointment as Ambassador to 
the Court of St. James), Joe Kennedy’s largesse toward 
his party and individual Democrats through the years 
is seen as no small weapon in son Jack’s hands as the 
Democratic nomination contenders reach the no-holds- 
barred stage. 


Correspondents traveling with Jack Kennedy 
through Wisconsin say he is “really burning up 
the cabbage” in his quest for a big win over 
“poor man’s candidate” Hubert Humphrey. 


An indication of this big cash operation came recently 
with a UPI report: “Senator John Kennedy is being 
credited in Wisconsin political circles with fielding the 
best organization ever seen in the state’s Presidential 
primary campaign.” The Insiders Newsletter (published 
by Look magazine) of March 21 gave a specific indication 
of this highly organized spending spree: “Kennedy is 
reported to be spending $250,000 on polls throughout the 
country this year.” 

In any event the New York Herald Tribune reports 
that when the campaign books are totaled after the 
Wisconsin primary, Kennedy will admit to spending 
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about $200,000 in that state although, reported the Trib: 
“A prominent Humphrey aide claims $500,000 may be 
spent for Kennedy in Wisconsin.” ° 


Rockefeller: Republicans in the Nation’s Capital gee 
a deterioration in Nelson Rockefeller’s position within 
the GOP. His barely concealed “sour grapes” attitude 
toward Vice President Nixon is considered a main reagon, 


The lead story in the March 15 Albany Knickerbocker 
News was headed: “Rocky Reported Ready to Campaign 
for Nixon.” It stated GOP National Chairman Thruston 
Morton had been assured of this. In the same paper, on 
March 16, Rocky pointedly denied backing Nixon’s nomi- 
nation, adding he felt Ike hadn’t actually endorsed Dick 
either. 


Aside from the Presidential picture, Empire State 
dissatisfaction with Rocky continues to mount. “It’s not 
only Nelson, it’s the men around him” is the growing 
complaint of party regulars. They point to “egghead” 
advisors (Human Events, March 17) who fan the flames 
of the benevolent Governor’s “liberalism.” 


High in this group is Emmet John Hughes, a New 
Deal Democrat who reportedly has a tight grip on 
Rocky’s ear. Hughes was named senior Rockefeller public 
policy advisor on March 10. In a December 6, 1959, New 
York Post profile on Hughes (20 days before Rocke- 
feller’s “withdrawal” from the Presidential sweepstakes), 
he was said to favor the election of a Democrat should 
Nixon win the GOP nomination over Nelson. Even with 
Rocky as the GOP candidate, Hughes told the Post, he 
favored a strongly Democratic Congress. 


Budget: A victory for economy was won in the House 
last week when that body voted 208 to 171 against buying 
the Hubbell Trading Post in Arizona (See Human 
Events for March 3, 1960). The victory was largely due 
to Representative H. R. Gross (R.-Iowa), who blocked 
the bill when it first came up as a “routine” measure and 
then led the fight against it. Gross saved the taxpayers 
from spending $600,000 on an isolated post which had an 
assessed value of $9,000 in 1957. More important, ob- 
servers believe, is that similar “pork barrel” measures 
will now be held up in the Interior and Insular Affairs 
Committee for the rest of this session, since the House 
has set this precedent by turning one down. 


Gross told Human Events the bill was beaten largely 
because the Congressmen had to go on record in a roll 
call vote. “When they got on record, many members 
couldn’t vote for it and explain it to the people at home,” 
he said. His observation lends support to the efforts of 
Representative Harold Collier (R.-IIl.) to have all votes 
on spending money be roll calls, so that Congressmen 
cannot talk economy at home and vote for boondoggles 
in Washington. 


Cuba: Senior Republican Senator Styles Bridges last 


week blasted State Department policy on Cuba. Speci- 


fically, he attacked the International Cooperation Ad- 
ministration (part of the State Department) for con- 
tinuing to include Cuba in the US foreign aid program, 
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the tune of $350,000, adding, “What possible iota of 
mutual security could there be at this time in aid to the 
Castro regime . . . another example of bureaucracy gone 
astray . . . never has my patience been so sorely 
tried....” 


Civil Rights: There is growing speculation on Capi- 
tol Hill that the NAACP may actually try to have the 
Supreme Court rule that stores which deny Negroes 
lunch-counter service, and the local police who support 
the stores, are acting illegally. The reason for the belief is 
a recent statement by Roy E. Wilkins, executive secretary 
of the NAACP, that he considers lunch-counter service 


as a Negro “right.” 


The Supreme Court’s all-encompassing school desegre- 
gation order in 1954, which declared that segregation 
instills a feeling of “inferiority” among Negroes and 
therefore is a denial of the equal protection clause of the 
14th Amendment, may very well be the ground on which 
the High Court would sustain Wilkins’ contention. 


Many observers, however, would not consider such a 
ruling as a guarantee of civil rights, but rather a direct 
and devastating attack on property rights. 


The stores and restaurants in southern cities, it is 
pointed out, are only obeying the local mores of the 
community. Besides, as privately owned enterprises they 
have a perfect legal right not to serve anyone they choose 
for whatever reason. 


If the courts rule it is wrong for a restaurant to deny 
facilities because of race, it is being asked, what is to 
prevent a ruling that an individual in a private home 
cannot exclude social company because of race? If it 
is argued that a restaurant is different because of its 
“public” nature, why couldn’t a private home, owned by 
a government official, who earns his income through 
public taxes, be considered of a “public” nature, and 
therefore be subject to the same regulation? 


Labor Front: Secretary of Labor Mitchell has again 
shown his customary favoritism for and desire to protect 
the labor bosses by an action which startles Capitol Hill. 
He has in effect voided one of the principal reforms 
which Congress passed in the celebrated Landrum- 
Griffin labor bill—upon which the country depends for 
the rectification of the manifold evils arising from 
excessive and unregulated labor union power. 


What Mitchell has done by an administrative 
ruling would permit goons of Jimmy Hoffa, for 
instance, to remain unhampered in the positions 
of power they have so widely abused. His ruling 
flies arrogantly in the face of clearly spelled-out 
congressional intentions. 


These intentions sprang from day-in-day-out revela- 
tions by the McClellan Rackets Committee of the 
peculations of labor union officials (a notable case being 
that of Dave Beck of the Teamsters). The Landrum- 
Griffin bill, to cure one of the most notorious of the evils, 
specified that every union official should be personally 
bonded (by a responsible surety company) to indemnify 
the union should one of these officials misappropriate 
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union treasury funds (as has happened frequently in the 
past). 


The Senate bill was less specific and less severe, 
permitting “position bonding” (that is of all officers en 
bloc, without identifying them), instead of “personal 
bonding.” But, in congressional conference, the Senate 
yielded to the House conferees; a very strict “personal” 
bonding clause was kept in the law as finally approved, 
passed and signed by the President. As Congressman 
Barden pointed out, a bonding company will not write a 
personal bond for a bad risk, and so the unions should 
be—under this law—careful to elect or appoint good 
officials, with no criminal records. 


To the consternation of legislators, however, Secretary 
Mitchell ruled and placed on record as administrative 
law that a union which obtains from a surety company a 
“position bond,” without identifying the employees 
bonded, is in compliance with the Landrum-Griffin law! 
As Senator Goldwater, who wrote Mitchell in protest, 
remarked: “Hoffa can keep his goons bonded, where not 
a one of them could get a name [personal] bond:” « 


Furthermore, it 1s pointed out, the Labor Department 
has apparently gotten the Department of Justice to 
abdicate its responsibility in this respect, allowing the 
Labor Department to make decisions of this nature with- 
out clearing through the Department of Justice. Under 
this arrangement, the latter Department naturally cannot 
prosecute infractions of the law without word jrom 
Mitchell. 


Senators point to this extraordinary performance of 
the Secretary of Labor as just one more reason why the 
Senate should authorize—as it is now proposed—a watch- 
dog committee to ride herd on the enforcement of the 
Landrum-Griffin law. 


Forand Bill: The Administration took a bold stand 
last week by coming out flatly against the Forand 
bill, the multi-billion dollar health plan for the aged, 
and also turning thumbs down on a “modified” Forand, 
a pet project of Ike’s Secretary of Health, Education and 
Welfare, Arthur S. Flemming. 


What must have been particularly galling to Flemming 
was that he was the one who had to deliver the Admini- 
stration’s stand before the House Ways and Means Com- 
mittee, now considering the Forand proposal. 


The courageous position taken by the Administration in 
an election year against the labor-backed Forand bill 
and Flemming’s attempted substitute means a severe 
setback to the chances of favorable action by Congress 
on any health bill for the aged this year. Capitol Hill 
now feels Ike would veto any such measure even if one 
should happen to pass both Houses of Congress. But 
Forand supporters have not given up and they are now 
trying to petition for a discharge of their bill, still in 





WALLACE F. BENNETT, United States Senator from 
Utah: “HUMAN EVENTS takes up subjects often 
ignored by other publications, and discusses them 
frankly and independently. I have found it both in- 
teresting and helpful.” 
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committee, thus bringing it to the floor of the House for 
a vote. 


But while the “liberals” still see the Forand bill, which 
would cost the Government over $2 billion a year at the 
minimum, as the only way to provide adequate medical 
care for some 9,000,000 “aged” citizens, the fact remains, 
as the Administration seemed to realize, that private 
health insurance companies are not only providing the 
care, but increasing their coverage at an astounding 
rate. : 


In just the last ten years, private health insurance 
companies have doubled their coverage and now protect 
123,000,000 persons, or 71 per cent of the civilian popula- 
tion. In addition, reports the American Enterprise Asso- 
ciation, 17 million persons have “major medical” expense 
insurance, in the experimental stage only a decade ago. 


At the present, 43 per cent of the so-called aged already 
have hospital and surgical coverage, to be duplicated in 
the Forand measure. And the leaps in private coverage 
for senior citizens aré so enormous that even Flemming 
once stated “ ... we can look forward with confidence 
to 70 per cent of the aged having some form of hospital 
insurance by 1965.” 


Forand advocates—big and little—have also obscured 
the fact that Federal, State, and local governments, at 
the present time, spend $5.4 billion a year for medical 
care. The Federal Government alone provides coverage 
for some 30 million people. 


Rising Conservatism: Behind the successful efforts 
of Congressman Francis Walter and such church 
spokesmen as the Rev. Carl McIntyre and J. Howard 
Pew in stopping “liberal” attacks on the controversial 
Air Force manual lies even a bigger story: a stirring 
of conservatism in all parts of the Nation and a prevalent 
fear that Communists are infiltrating American churches. 
The manual episode illustrates even to surprised left- 
wingers that the impact of the anti-Communist crusade 
conducted by the late Senator Joseph McCarthy is not 
dead. 


The left-thinking Washington Post, which carried the 
torch for those attacking the manual and added sympa- 
thetic fuel of its own, reported last week that the 
Pentagon has been “flooded with mail” on the subject. 


The Post also made the following startling admission: 
“The overwhelming tenor of this mail is that the Atr 
Force manual was right and that there ought to be an 
investigation—not of the manual but of Communist 
infiltration of the churches.” 


And, chimed in ultra-“liberal” columnist Peter Edson 
(Washington News, March 21), “The surprising thing 
about the protest mail . . . was that much of it did not 
criticize the manual which charged that communism had 
infiltrated American churches.” Edson added that “the 
assumption now is that anti-Communist groups are 
stronger and better organized than suspected.” 


Capitol Camera: For some time, “liberals” opposing 
the Administration’s request for authority to raise the 
statutory interest rate on long-term US bonds have 
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claimed the move would also raise interest rates to homes 


builders, who supposedly would have to match the rate of 


return the Government. would pay. Now, however, the 
National Association of Home Builders has unanimously 
declared the reverse to be true: if the Government can’t 
raise the interest rate on long-term bonds enough to 
attract investors, it must go into the short-term market 
at very high rates—and the short-term market is where 
home builders borrow their money. Massive competition 
from the Treasury pushes the rates up even higher for 
home builders, and dries up the supply of funds available 
to them. Thus the home builders are pleading that the 
long-term interest rate be raised, to the discomfiture of 
the “liberals.” 


@ A great American was honored last week in the 
Capitol with the unveiling of a memorial statue of the 
late Senator Pat McCarran (D.-Nev.), a gift of the 
State of Nevada to the US. The statue is the first pre- 
sented by Nevada (each state is authorized to present 
two for display in Statuary Hall). 


__ Thus, the Silver State registers its belief that 
its long-time Senator, who worked with Senator 
McCarthy in investigating communism, was the 
greatest American yet produced by Nevada. 


Immigration: President Eisenhower’s request that 
Congress double the immigration quota has been met on 
Capitol Hill with bipartisan agreement that the request 
is “pure politics.” 


Congressman Francis Walter (D.-Pa.), co-author of 
the Walter-McCarran Act, the Nation’s basic immigra- 
tion law, asserted, “We had an identical message from the 
President four years ago, and we are going to have one 
like it four years hence. It is all a part of seeking politi- 
cal dividends by catering to groups representing special 
interests.” Representative H. R. Gross (R.-Iowa) agreed. 
(A Human Events article, “Immigration: 1960 Issue,” 
on February 11, 1960, warned that such a political 
maneuver might be forthcoming, and told of the dangers 
inherent in expanded immigration: Communists would 
send more agents into the US, greater unemployment 
would mean more welfare spending, etc.) 


Both Walter and Gross expressed concern about the 
impact doubled immigration would have on the US, and 
pointed out that immigration is now over 250,000 per 
year, even though the quota is only 154,000, because 
foreign wives of US citizens, South Americans, and other 
groups of people are admitted quota-free. 


Under the President’s proposal to double the quota 
and to redistribute unused portions (as well as give most 
of the extra quota to overcrowded countries), the US 
might well find itself with over 500,000 immigrants 
annually, not counting displaced persons and refugees. 


HUMAN EVENTS, 408 First St., S.E., Washington 3, D. C., i eekly Washington 
newsletter. Founded in 1944 by Frank C. Nedighen, Published ih cti 


in two 
a 4-page news section and a 4- article section. Second-class id ot 
Washington, D. C. Copyright ae ne ee er eee 


TRIAL SUBSCRIPTION: 5 weeks $1. Yearly rate, $11; 6 months, $6; 3 months $3. 


For change of address send old address (EXACTLY AS IT APPEARS on the envelope 
of your copy of HUMAN EVENTS) and new address (with zone number if any). 


ALLOW US TWO WEEKS to process new subscriptions and change of address. Bound 
volumes indexed, $15, Only 1955, 1956, 1958, 1959 available. 














Frank C. HANIGHEN, Editor and Publisher James L. Wicx, Executive Publisher 
Assistant Editors: Joun R. Benepict, NicHotas T. NONNENMACHER, Georce O. FOWLER 
W. B. Hicks, Jr., Business Manager Frank Cuoperov, Contributing Editor 


HUMAN EVENTS 
































lan «ol lve 6 













































































